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Vive Charlie celebrates its 1st Birthday with the release of issue 24. 


Following the Paris attacks, in which innocent human beings from a secular society were executed in a revenge 
attack for drawing cartoons, there was initially global condemnation and a show of solidarity coined in the “Je 
Suis Charlie” slogan, which went viral across the world. Even the progressives, Offendotrons, SJWs, Useful 
Idiots and regressive lefties showed their support. Obviously they have no interest in freedom of expression, but 
it was an excellent opportunity for virtue signalling to experience the warm fuzzy feeling they get from publicly 
displaying their self perceived moral superiority. 

Within two weeks however, the ‘but’ brigade started to surface. "I believe in free speech, but”, “I believe in freedom 
of expression, but". Clearly two weeks is how long a virtue signaller's warm fuzzy feeling lasts before they need 
their next fix. There are only two sides to this coin, you either support the universal human right to freedom of 
expression or you do not. Pick a side, there is no middle ground. 


Throughout 2015 there was an alarming regularity of incidents with outrageously laughable demands for either 
censorship or in some cases a good old lynching. Thankfully, quite a few people stepped up to the plate to restore 
some perspective and sanity, such as Milo Yiannopolous and Katie Hopkins, whose new found prominence and 
popularity have only been surpassed by the number of haters they have both acquired. Amusingly most of the 
people hoping to silence these two (and wanted to ban Donald Trump from the UK) call those who have concerns 
about immigration, racist. They are the very same people that were virtue signalling #Je SuisCharlie. 


Here at Vive Charlie we simply sit back and absorb the right-left war of words and the right-right, left-left infighting 
as it provides our material. So far we have been accused of racism, bigotry, being lefties, Blairites, far right, 
Tories, Ukippers and also militant atheists. This is great for us as it confirms we are true to our original mission 
statement, which was to ridicule those that deserve ridicule based on their actions, not their creed, colour, race, 
political or religious affiliations. 


It would have been impossible to publish Vive Charlie without the help and support of so many, who have given 
their time freely in support of this project. We would like to thank everyone that has contributed to Vive Charlie 
with content, administration, funding, ideas and expertise to ensure Vive Charlie continues. 


Our website is now up and running on www. vivecharliemag.com. We are currently working, with a very dedicated 
volunteer, who has agreed to upload our regular features and articles on a regular basis for us. In one year we 
have the financial support of 255 Patrons, some choose to pay $1 a month and some choose to $250. We have 
built up a Twitter following of over 11,000 and our average readership per issue is 10,000. All in all it has been 
a very promising first year. For those of you who have not been following us since we started, the next few pages 
provide links to every one of the 24 issues of Vive Charlie. Vive Charlie is free to all so please read and share 
and help us build our audience throughout 2016. 
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There are 60million-of-us but only-646 of them 


Britain's Vilest Troll - Daily Mail. 
Award winning Columnist, Satirist, 
Libertarian legend. Champion of 


2016 is off to a | fantastic start in Merkel's vision of 
New Europe. So far, 42,000 migrants have risked 
life and limb (and their first born children) to hand 
over bundles of filthy lucre to the Turkish Mafia in 
order to secure them a seat on the gravy train table 
at her "all are welcome" Facebook party. 48 
migrants have drowned trying to cross the Aegean 
on what appears to be an endless supply of rubber 
dinghies and countless new Mercedes andRolexes 
have been ordered by Greek and Turkish border 
guards who somehow never seem to be in the right 
place at the right time to catch the smugglers. 


Sweden has announced it will eject 80,000 false 
asylum seekers (clue: it won't) after what appears 
to be a man pretending to be an orphan decided 
that his 22 year old blonde carer in the orphanage 
had offended him so much, he had to stab her to 
death — presumably she asked him to wear his 
FREE FUCKING EVERYTHING FOR LIFE 
wristband a little more clearly before he appeared 
for breakfast after morning prayers. 


Karneval, a time when Germans really do let their 
hair down (rare as it is) is now under threat as 
German Police finally seek to grapple with the 
hoards of North African criminals (yes, 4096 have 
criminal records after living a year in Germany) 


cina records aliet living a year in Germany) 
robbing and raping their women and jokes about 
refugees have officially been banned at Austrian 
comedy clubs. 


And still they come. An estimated 3,000 are 
entering Bavaria in Southern Germany every 
single day (that's a million a year) and there is 
nothing we can do to stop them. Borders are going 
up faster than | can track them and the EU are 
now suggesting that Greece simply become one 
enormous concentration camp on the Med to hold 
400,000 rejects that Germany no longer wants to 
have to worry about. 


How the hell did we get here? And how the hell 
are we going to get out again? 


The simple answer, of course, is that we can't. 
Conservative estimates expect another 2 million 
to arrive this year and with all the will in the world, 
you can't stop that sort of crowd from climbing the 
fences unless you are prepared to call in the tanks — 
regardless of whether we are hindered politically 
by ahome grown army of limp wristed Corbynistas 
desperate to assuage their own internal guilt at 
once having eaten a bacon sandwich by handing 
over the country to an army of invaders. 


Europe is fucked, Ladies and Gentlemen - (or in 
future, just gentlemen, women inside, cooking, 
innit) — and none of our politicians or institutions 
can deal with it. | confidently predict a summer of 
rioting on borders, inner city riots as those already 
here are either rounded up for deportation or vent 
frustration at not being able to bring their families 
to join the Merkel gravy train and, in the 
background, a civil war in Turkey looms as 
Erdogan seeks to establish a new Ottoman Empire 
on the European shores. 12 million Kurds will be 
headed somewhere if it doesn't calm down anda 
new wave of migration will swamp Europe. Why 
settle for tent in the Northern Iraqi border when 
accommodation, healthcare and free money can 
simply be demanded in Northern Europe? 


Rumours abound of Merkel being simply ejected 
from her party and leadership and a place at the 
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my border? 


The inevitable result of open party 
invitations on Facebook is far too many 
of the wrong sort show up, they force entry, 
ransack your home, steal all your stuff, abuse 
your family and friends, then burn your 
whole world to the ground 


UN is being lined up as we speak, but the real 
problems begin when we, having trusted what we 
thought was an adult to look after the place whilst 
we did something else, have to clean up the mess 
after the party of the uninvited. This will take 
decades to unravel and in the meantime, those 
who allowed it to happen will simply skulk away 
with gold plated pensions to walled and guarded 
communities in luxurious wealthy hotspots. 


Pray for our inner cities. Pray for our own children — 
they won't have the same liberties we did because 
our new long term guests can't be trusted with 
them — and pray for yourselves. We allowed it to 
happen and we're going to have to deal with the 
consequences — and it's going to be ugly. 


The sooner we start, the sooner we'll finish — and 
it starts with holding those who enabled it to 
account. Ready when you are, Frau Merkel. 
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Pat Condell - Dumbing Down University 


Website: www.patcondell.net Twitter: @patcondell 
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Why Capitalism is Great. The Truth About the Regressive Left. 


By resisting capitalism, socialists areembracing Why have liberals abandoned liberal principles 
an economic system that guarantees poverty by refusing to criticize Islam - the most illiberal 
and misery for the most amount of people. doctrine on the planet? 


Prime Minister David Cameron has 
announced a bold new initiative to help 
identify who is a productive member of 
society and who is not — by keeping a 
constant smear of shit on the faces of 
all non-Conservative voters. 


Just as all refugees will be given wrist bands 
to mark them as such, non-Tory voters will 
now be forced to constantly wear a shit 
smear on the left side of their faces to mark 
their left-wing ideals. 


Cameron said: 


The shit used to make the smear will be a 
mixture of human excrement from the 
Houses of Parliament as well as pig faeces 
sourced personally by the Prime Minister 
who is known to be close acquaintances 
with several pig farmers. 


While unhappy at the prospect of having 
shit smeared on their faces daily, many 
refuse to altertheir political alignment. Mary 
Hamer (41) of Liverpool said: '/'d er 
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THINKING RATIONALLY ABOUT TERROR 


For the anniversary edition, choosing any one 
topic is a mammoth task. So | didn’t confine 
myself to one. | read two, puzzling, and 
somewhatdifferentarticles recently and | want 
to highlight them because | think they both 
conflate events sanctioned by the Quran with 
the public response to those events. And the 
issues the authors raise are nothing but a red 
herring in a frank discussion about how we 
are going to address this recent step away 
from an increasingly secular and hopefully, 
more peaceful, West. 


Lawrence Krauss recently published 
"Thinking Rationally about Terror', in which he 
proceeds to tell us how afraid we should be 
ofterrorism compared to car accidents, based 
on probability alone. He raises car accident 
data as evidence that we are too afraid of 
terrorism? And since | could not find any 
references to studies asking us to rate these 
against each other, | don't see why we cannot 
be concerned about both equally. | know | am. 


Another commentator, using Krauss' logic, 
asked whether we should be less worried 
about black lives in police shootings because 
we are more likely to die in a car accident? In 
my opinion, we can walk and chew gum. 


In terms of mitigating risk, if | thought that 
wearing a seat belt would reduce the chances 
of a fellow Australian being shot by a terrorist, 
| would wear six. Furthermore, if | was asked 
to say which method of death | would prefer, 
| would nominate a car accident over a 
beheading any day. So Larry, | can be, and 
am, concerned about both terrorism AND car 
accidents. And | find it puzzling that we should 
be asked to choose. 


When | read about car accidents, | do not feel 
as though the driver is deliberately targeting 
me. But an act of terrorism is an attack on the 
West. It is (potentially) an attack on us all. The 
fatalities would be far greater were it not for 
the $16 billion/yr spent on prevention. Simply 
because the victim, in this case, was not me, 
it doesn’t mean that | am incapable of 
empathising with the people who were 
targeted. The perpetrator would have taken 
me as well if they could have. 


And whilst we have already spent billions of 
dollars in identifying risk factors in car 
accidents, how exactly do we identify risk 
factors for perpetrators of terror? Is being 
overly devout a risk factor perhaps? The San 
Bernadino shooters passed many security 
checks. We are delving into unknown territory. 
Itis this feeling of powerlessness that elevates 
the level of fear. 


And yes, governments exploit vulnerabilities 
for political gain. But in Australia, our security 
services set the terrorist threat, not 
Government. And ‘very likely’ does not sit 
well with me. But | won't entertain the idea 
that the governments are in cahoots with the 
intelligence services to inflate the terrorist risk. 


But in any case, the issue is far bigger than 
simply fear of terrorism, so to confine the 
discussion to just terrorist fatalities does not 
capture the essence of the problem we are 
dealing with. In terms of public safety — not 
merely fatalities — there is a much bigger 
problem of inter-related cultural and religious 
sanction of unacceptable behaviours. And the 
Quran gives them permission. 
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So bored of racists who only pretend to 
care about women's rights when they 
see an opportunity to bash Muslims. 


I’m unashamedly pro-immigration. Since | am 
from a migrant family it would be a tad 
hypocritical of me not to support it — in theory. 
And Australia has had some hiccups, but on 
the whole, multiculturalism has worked. 
Furthermore, having studied economics, | 
know only too well that immigration doesn't 
take jobs. It creates them. Plus, | am a selfish 
person. | know the best way to get ex-Muslims 
is to let them in. Oh, and did | mention the food? 


But murders of refugee workers, robberies, 
assaults, rapes and more importantly, police 
cover-ups needs to be discussed. Laurie 
Penny's red herring thatthere are some bigots 
and racists about 'co-opting' the discussion 
was a pretty poor attempt at distracting us 
fromthe problem that has reared its ugly head. 
Her attempt to deflect from this problem was 
thinly disguised. 


Penny suggests that the right are pretending 
to be concerned about rape to express their 
bigotry. Yes, there are some racists/bigots 
about. But on the whole, the right are 
concerned with the same issues they have 
always been concerned about: mass 
immigration and law & order. The assaults are 
merely the evidence. And the title says it all, 


‘After Cologne, we can't let the bigots steal 
feminism'. She is more concerned with the 
bigots, than she is for the victims. At no time 
does she mention that the attacks may have 
been coordinated. This is more than one or two 
frisky gents who have imbibed one too many. 


Funnily enough, it took a Muslim, Majiid Nawaz 
to voice what | have been thinking. If we are 
to continue to allow large numbers of people 
into our communities from countries with vastly 
different cultures, then it is unacceptable to 
merely shrug our shoulders and tell ourselves 
that this collateral damage is inevitable. Like 
itornot, immigration isn't going away. Soleave 
outthe red herrings, how are we goingto tackle 
this problem? Nawaz suggests extensive 
education programs for new migrants and this 
may not be enough, but at least he is not trying 
to distract us with red herrings. 
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Have you heard the 
news about all those 
poor Muslim refugees 
flooding into Europe? 


We must take 
their side because 
they're Muslims. This 
will allow us to label 
people intolerant racist 
bigots if they don't 
„share our views 


Well yes it is, 

but with the moral 
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supporting the refugees 
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But | thought we 
had zero tolerance for 
men, especially white men? 
Isn't that intolerant 
and racist? 


That's a brilliant plan, so 
basically we're shameless 
hypocrites shielded by our 
own self perceived none 
existent moral virtue. 
| love it! 
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strange that none of the mainstream 
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EMBRACE THE DIVERSITY 


With an open invitation to riches and comforts beyond their wildest dreams, of 
course millions of so called refugees have, and will continue to flood into Europe. 


lt seems a tad intolerant though when posters start to appear advising immigrants 
not to beat their women, to tolerate homosexuals and of course, not to shit in the 
showers... 


Why on earth would those who extended such a welcoming offer to live in the 
EU, be so intolerant of the diversity and cultural enrichment European cities are 
now experiencing as a direct result of their invitation? 
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Dying Germany has only one item on its 
bucket list, and that is redemption. The 
Germans cannot seek redemption from the 
crimes of their grandparents because they do 
not understand what motivated them to do 
such terrible things. 


For Merkel and most of Germany's elite, the 
appearance on Germany's threshold of 
millions of Muslim refugees is a final chance 
at redemption, an opportunity for Germany to 
redeem itself from the crimes of its past 
through a transcendent act of selflessness. 


Once there was an old man who in his youth 
committed a terrible crime, the murder of many 
innocents. He no longer could remember what 
drove him to do this; he tried not to think about 
it, and his memories came to mind unwillingly and 
infrequently. Rage and guilt had faded long ago 
into a vague residue of disgust. He worked hard 
and found some distraction in the monotony of 
daily tasks. He sought diversion in tasteless 
entertainment; he followed football, looked at 
pornography, watched the dubbed version of 
American comedies, and took vacations at the 
beach. 


He had a child but no grandchildren; his child 
knew that he once did unforgivable things, but 
did not want to know what they were, and the old 
man did not want to tell him. The old crime hung 
like a black curtain between them. 


The old man could feel that he did not have long 
to live. Ahead of him he saw only days clouded 
with boredom, illuminated only by the occasional 
flash of regret. He let the days come and go one 
at a time until their count might come to an end, 
for he did notknow any other way to live. Because 
he had no ties to life, he had no way to prepare 
for death. 


One day the old man met a street urchin and on 
an impulse invited him back to his apartment. He 
fed the strange boy and gave him a place to sleep. 


The next morning the old man bought the urchin 
new clothes, and gave him things: a smartphone, 
a video-game system, a football jersey. The street 
kid made himself at home and said little. 


Before long, the old man noticed that things had 
gone missing. A watch that belonged to his father 
disappeared from a drawer. A silver souvenir 
goblet no longer stood in the cupboard. Even 
worse, he came home to find things broken with 
apparent intent. The remains of a glass pitcher 
lay in shards on the kitchen floor. The bathroom 
mirror was cracked. A sofa cushion was slashed. 


At length, the old man confronted the boy: "I have 
only done you good. Why do you do this to me?" 
The boy laughed at the old man, then punched 
him. The old man lay on the floor, bleeding from 
his nose and lips. Perhaps he should call the 
police? He thought: "No, | will not call the police. 
What does it matter? | will die soon anyway. 
Perhaps some good will come of it." The prospect 
of death robs us of rationality, especially if we 
perceive that our life has gone wrong. 


* * * 


German Chancellor Angela Merkel, Time 
Magazine's Person of the Year for 2015, was the 
model of rationality, finding resources to backstop 
Germany's near-bankrupt southern neighbors 
during the great European debt crisis of 2012, 
defusing the Ukraine crisis after the Maidan coup 
and the Russian takeover of Crimea, balancing 
Atlantic commitments and European integration, 
while presiding over Europe's only successful 
major economy. Merkel was rational, that is, until 
she wasn't. 


Admitting 1.2 million Muslim refugees in 2015 and 
perhaps another million in 2016, and sticking to 
her guns after the organized mass sexual abuse 
perpetrated by migrants in Cologne and other 
German cities on New Year's Eve, was an act of 
existential despair, not a rational act. What 
explains this seemingly sudden transformation? 


Chancellor Merkel, it seems clear, acted on an 
impulse that was as sudden as it was irresistible. 
As the global refugee count passed the 60 million 
mark last year, Germany did nothing. Between 
January 1, 2014 and June 30, 2014, fewer than 
1000 newspaper stories appeared in the 
German-language media with the word 
Fluchtlinge (refugees) -- mostly about boat 
disasters in the Mediterranean. 


A January 2, 2014 story in the Berliner 
Morgenpost noted that the German government 
planned for 6,000 refugees in the course of the 
year. During the second half of the year, more 
than a quarter of a million stories appeared. Only 
when the refugee crisis threatened to create a 
humanitarian disaster on Germany's borders did 
the Merkel government act. 


This kind of impulsiveness begs explanation. 
Since the Second World War, Germans have 
preferred not to think about their past, because 
it is too horrible to contemplate. The German 
school system dutifully teaches about the 
Holocaust and German cities dutifully 
memorialize the murdered Jews; the walls of 
Frankfurt's old Jewish cemetery are covered with 
small bronze plaques for every Jew deported 
from the city. "They will never forgive us for 
Auschwitz," quipped the  Austrian-lsraeli 
psychiatrist Zvi Rix, and Germans often attempt 
to relativize the crimes of National Socialism by 
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attributing similar things to the Jews. 54% of 
Germans under the age of 29 have a negative 
opinion of Israel, according to a January 2015 
poll by the Bertelsmann Institute. 


Germans work hard and immerse themselves in 
private life: in hobbies, vacations, and sports. But 
they do not have children, to a great extent 
because they do not like themselves. Germany 
is dying. It can not only foresee, but calculate with 
a reasonable degree of accuracy, the point at 
which so few Germans will inhabit the lands 
between the Rhine and the Oder that it will be as 
meaningless to speak of Germans as itis to speak 
of Etruscans or the people of Thrace. At 1.3 
children per woman, Germany's population of 
young people (0 to 19 years) and working-age 
adults (20 to 64 years) will halve by the end of 
the present century. 


Dying Germany has only one item on its bucket 
list, and that is redemption. The Germans cannot 
seek redemption from the crimes of their 
grandparents because they do not understand 
what motivated them to do such terrible things. 
Their great-grandparents during World War | 
believed in the superiority of German culture, and 
their grandparents during World War Il believed 
in the superiority of the Aryan race. Today's 
Germans can only believe that no culture and no 
race has any claim to precedence, and that all 
the world's cultures have equal value. 


German Population by Age Group 
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Israel's unabashed nationalism horrifies them, 
because National Socialism's claim to the status 
of "master race" was a Satanic parody of the 
Election of Israel. Jewish strength and success, 
in German eyes, are an uncomfortable reminder 
of the Nazis' perversion of the biblical idea of 
Chosenness. 


For Merkel and most of Germany's elite, the 
appearance on Germany's threshold of millions 
of Muslim refugees is a final chance at 
redemption, an opportunity for Germany to 
redeem itself from the crimes of its past through 
a transcendent act of selflessness. The Germans 
turned away from self-sacrifice for the Fatherland 
to the extreme of self-absorption. Germany 
became materialistic, irreligious, and Philistine. 
But self-absorption was a poor distraction from 
the sense of horror that lingered after the Second 
World War. The Nazis used terror and horror -- 
Schrecken und Entzsetzen (lit. "dislodgement") 
to bind the German people to their leadership. 
The prospect of new horrors arising not from a 
clash of civilization, but from internal clashes 
within Muslim civilization, is too much for the 
Germans to bear, because it recalls the horrors 
of the past war. 


That is why Germans tumbled headlong into their 
decision to admit millions of Muslim refugees only 
when the horrors of war presented themselves 
on Germany's own doorstep. Until the flood of 
refugees reached Central Europe last summer, 
Germany showed little interest in their 
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problems. As noted, Germany had prepared to 
admit only 6,000 refugees in 2015. Not until 
September, after a news photo of a drowned 
Kurdish boy wentviral, anda dozen decomposing 
bodies were found in an abandoned truck in 
Austria, did Merkel declare, "Wir schaffen es." 
["We can do it."] It is also why Germany will not 
reverse this policy no matter what sort of crimes 
the refugees commit. 


Mrs. Merkel's rationality crumbles before the 
horrific prospect of human suffering. Germany's 
elites hope that one last, greatnational valedictory 
act will open the prospect of redemption. 


Ordinary Germans, to be sure, do not like to be 
assaulted sexually by organized mobs, or 
subjected to other social pathologies that the 
refugees bring with them. Despite some 
objections, including some very vocal ones, 
Germans nonetheless will do what the Obrigkeit 
[Authority] tells them, just as they always have 
done. 


Sadly, Germany is looking for redemption in all 
the wrong places. Its obsession with helping the 
refugees is not a mistake or a misjudgment, but 
an existential impulse so powerful that all the 
evidence in the world of the baleful effects of this 
policy will not outweigh it. There is no dissuading 
the Germans from hastening their own 
destruction. They can only stand as a terrifying 
example for the rest of us. 
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You'd be giving me 
more than a hand sign 
if you knew I'd just 
banged your wife and 
wiped my dick on your 
favourite curtains. 


The winner of our caption competition and recipient 
of our Vive Charlie mug is Marcus from Aberdeen, 
Scotland. If you didn't win, don't worry, you can still 
get yourself one of our mugs from our online store. 


REST IN PEACE 
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9 | thank the not so 
f honourable gentleman V : 
for his support for a debate Wl 
on banning free speech in 
other countries, especially | 
when it could prevent your | 
friends from Hamas and 
Hezbollah entering the 
USA to carry out 
terrorist attacks 


P" Asablack, lesbian, 
7 Muslim from Syria | think it is 
essential that we leave the EU 
| so we can secure our borders 
and deport all the undesirable 
spongers that are swarming 
our once great nation 


Nigel Farage is a sly old fox, he has been studying 
how members of certain groups manage to get 
traction for their views and ideas, however bizarre, 
deranged or idiotic they may be. He has confirmed 
to us that in the next few days he will announce he 
now identifies as a black, lesbian, Muslim from Syria 
that supports Brexit. 


Q DailySquat.com 


Google has announced a huge win 

for its technology as the search 

engine found its missing UK tax 

return and was finally able to pay 
a £130 million bill. 


‘This is a momentous day for us,’ claimed 
a Google spokesperson. ‘For years we have 
wanted to pay our taxes but the files always 
seemed to go missing. Finally our search 
engine has become so advanced that it 
found all the relevant files and the money 
to pay off the bill. Rumours that we were 
forced to finally pay a bit of tax are 
unfounded, this was definitely completely 
voluntary.’ 


There is now hope amongst the British 
taxpayer that other big corporations like 
Amazon, Costa Coffee, Starbucks and eBay 
start using Google on their own accounts 
so that they too can start contributing to the 
economy in a fair manner. 


Amazon UK Chief Christopher North has 
said that Amazon plans to look into the 
matter immediately: ‘I think this is a lot of 


incorrect assumption that big companies, 
such as Amazon, are looking to avoid 
paying corporate tax. That is simply untrue. 
We are a mega-corporation though and it’s 
really tough to puta tax return together when 
you have as much money passing through 
your company as we do. Have you ever 
tried filling in a self-employment tax return? 
Well multiply that difficulty by ten, no-one 
was able to figure it out. My hat's off to 
Google for coming up with a method. 
Hopefully they will provide a blueprint that 
we can follow.’ 


Meanwhile the Google search engine 
seems to be rapidly becoming a sentient 
being that is determined to make big 
companies pay their fair share of tax. 
Google techies are looking into the matter 
and hope to fix the issue in their Polar Bear 
v3.2 update. 


By David Paxton 


PART 2 - TRAGICOMEDY 


twitter 


M 
In Part 1 | explained why | consider the raid on 
Osama bin Laden’s compound to have been a 
legitimate military action against a military target 
under the principle of self-defence. | suggested 


it should not be considered an 
‘assassination attempt’. 


illegal 


In this part, | wish to examine various reactions to 
the raid, including Corbyn’s, and the controversy 
these caused. 


Tragedy and Farce 


The fallout following the unearthing of Corbyn’s 
statements came to a peak when David Cameron 
alluded to it in his conference speech in October. 
It was a few seconds in a 1 hour speech, 100 
words inside of 6500. However, he caused quite 
a stir and brought many people to a point of anger. 
This is what the prime minister said: 


And on the subject of protecting our country from 
terrorism, let me just say this: Thousands of words 
have been written about the new Labour leader. 

But you only really need to know one thing: he 
thinks the death of Osama bin Laden was a 
“tragedy”. No. A tragedy is nearly 3,000 people 
murdered one morning in New York. A tragedy is 
the mums and dads who never came home from 
work that day. A tragedy is people jumping from 
the towers after the planes hit. My friends — we 
cannot let that man inflict his security-threatening, 
terrorist-sympathising, Britain-hating ideology on 
the country we love. 


This was apparently to take Corbyn’s words out 
of context, to be dishonest. | have heard this 
directly called a lie. Some have gone as far as to 
make a comparison with the following picture or 
this link, a version of which was reported in the 
Mirror. 


The idea being that the same could be done to 
Cameron. Butis itthe same? Obviously itisn'tliterally 
the same as Cameron was clearly quoting somebody 
but is this a comparable act of bad faith? 


website 


Peter Hitchens, always keen to condemn 
Cameron, said the following: 


Though | doubt whether Mr Blair would have had 
the nerve to make the deeply dishonest 
misrepresentation of Jeremy Corbyn’s perfectly 
reasonable and civilised objections to the 
extrajudicial killing of Osama bin Laden. 


The false and cheap suggestion that Mr Corbyn 
does not regard the events of September 11, 2001 
as a tragedy — when he specifically said that he 
did— was a disgrace for which Mr Cameron should 
quickly make amends. 


| attempted a discussion with Hitchens via Twitter 
to explain why | dont consider it ‘perfectly 
reasonable and civilised’ of Corbyn. One of the 
questions Hitchens asked me was 'don't you prefer 
trials to summary executions?’. 


2 Follow 


Peter Hitchens © tī 


@CanYouFlyBobby | repeat, as you don't 
answer: Don't you prefer trials to summary 
executions? 


Furthermore, he alluded to a Boris Johnson article 
from 2001 which, apparently to him, to this article 
from the Huffington Post, this from Russia Today , 
and many on social media, sees Johnson getting 
away with what Corbyn does not. 


de Peter Hitchens © tī 


Follow 


@CanYouFlyBobby Did he? NB Boris 
Johnson in 2001 also called for bin Laden 
to be tried, Telegraph, 13/12/2001... 


Others have made comments about the rule of 
law as if the actions that night somehow worked 
against it. Popular secularist-blogger, Futile 
Democracy, said exactly that. Tohimthe operation 
that killed Bin Laden was tragic because it 
abandoned the rule of law. 


4 Futile Democracy 


E 


CanYouFlyBobby Yes. Abandoning the 
rule of law is tragic. 


He writes with moral seriousness, he isn't a knee- 
jerk anti-interventionist or a pacifist and he has a 
firm grasp of facts and ideas, and yet, | struggled 
to get answers from him regarding which or whose 
law had been abandoned or broken. 


In the episode of BBC Question Time subsequent 
to the raid, Lord Ashdown and Yasmin Alibhai- 
Brown were in fine moralising form though at least 
Ashdown managed to be fairly reasonable. It took 
Alibhai-Brown to push this tale to the levels of 
farce. Regarding Bin Laden's burial at sea she 
literally stated that it makes us no better than the 
terrorists and that it would 'set off another 
generation'. 


In brief then, the complaints from Corbyn and 
others following the killing of Osama Bin Laden 
are as follows: 


1. There was no attempt to arrest Osama bin 
Laden. This was therefore an assassination. 


2. The operation has made the world a more 
dangerous place. 


3. The operation was a tragedy like 9-11 was and 
the invasion of Afghanistan was. 


4. Cameron implied that Corbyn didn't think the 
attacks of September 11th were a tragedy after 
he explicitly said they were. 


5. Cameron lied, he quoted Corbyn out of context 
and in bad faith. 


6. Osama bin Laden was ‘summarily executed’ 
via an ‘extra-judicial killing’. 


7. The U.S. abandoned the ‘rule of law’. 
8. The U.S. government, in doing this, and 
especially in disposing of the body, showed they 


are no better than the terrorists. 


9. Boris Johnson said the same thing as Corbyn 
but received different treatment. 


| believe all these to be fairly worthless complaints. 
Some are misjudged and some are utterly 
ludicrous. 


PII go through them in a rough reverse-order and 
try to keep this on the brisk side of comprehensive. 


Boris Johnson 
In 2001 Johnson said: 


Osama bin Laden... is both sinister and ludicrous 
at once, and a trial would expose that. If it is really 
true that a trial would provoke a revolt in the souks, 
then that is a small price for showing the souks 
how we in the West obey the rule of law 


The piece apparently implies hypocrisy to the 
disadvantage of (Corbyn. Johnson indeed 
suggests a trial is superior to abandoning the rule 
of law but what nobody else seems to be bothered 
to note is that the dichotomy he provides isn’t 
between a trial and an operation similar to the one 
which occurred and which | discussed in detail in 
Part 1, but between a trial and a ‘murder’. 


He said: 


It is Osama bin Laden, badly injured, and against 
all predictions, he is trying to surrender. The man 
who encouraged demented young men to take 
their own lives is making a pitiful attempt to save 
his own. 


What do you do? Do you blow him away? You 
could sort of accidentally squeeze the trigger and 
pow, no more bin Laden; and if you did, there is 
hardly a person in the West who would condemn 
you. 


To be sure, there would be long editorials in the 
Guardian, denouncing the shoot to kill policy of 
Her Majesty’s Armed Forces, and John Pilger 
would accuse you of being a war criminal. 


No matter how angry you might feel, and how 
vividly you recalled the events of September 11, 
you might think, as you raised your rifle to point 
at his chest, that British soldiers are not taught to 
murder unarmed people in the act of surrendering. 


This isn’t just word games or a lawyer’s quibble, 
Johnson described a specific situation. He 
described a murder. Osama bin Laden wasn't in 
the act of surrendering. What occurred in 2011 
was notillegal. The rule of law was not abandoned. 
Ina military raid they had every right to shoot him. 


Nobody is arguing that you cannot prefer a trial. 
Nobody is making an accusation from Corbyn’s 
doing so. It is the rest of what was said that is 
being compared and the rest is different from what 
everybody else has said. 


If people really wanted to pick at Johnson’s words 
on this subject they would be better going after 
his piece of 2011. In this he says more interesting 
things: 


This was an assassination, a liquidation, an extra- 

judicial killing and a termination with extreme 
prejudice. Whichever way you look at it, President 
Obama has carried out one of the most effective 
whack jobs ever seen, and if he doesn't get re- 
elected | will be amazed. 


In so far as President Obama has a duty to protect 
America and Americans, he almost certainly has 
the necessary legal cover, provided by Congress, 
to remove bin Laden from the scene by any means 
at his disposal, andthatiswhathe has triumphantly 
done. As an argument, it is not without its 
difficulties. If America is to go around indulging in 
extra-judicial liquidation of anyone who poses a 
threat to American interests, then we are entitled 
to wonder where it will end. We may be worried 
that the enemies of America may be spurred to 
symmetrical retaliation and that we will be caught 
up in a cycle of killing and counter-killing. 


But it is at least plausible, and emotionally 
convincing, to say Osama bin Laden was a clear 
and present danger to America; he had it coming, 
and the president had him killed. All | ask is that 
we stop pussy-footing around about “hostile acts” 
and accept that this was an execution. 


So why don't we all just cut the cackle and admit 
the groaningly obvious. It is perfectly clear why 
the US will not release the video footage they were 
all watching in the White House, and that caused 
Hillary to press her knuckles to her mouth. There 
was no firefight. 


It's a confused piece and, in parts, dead wrong. 
There was a firefight: 


...As he started toward the stairs, which were directly 
in line with the door, AK-47 rounds tore through the 
glass above the door, narrowly missing him. | rolled 
away as the bullets cracked justinches overmy head. 


Owen, Mark; Kevin Maurer (2012-09-04). No Easy 
Day: The Only First-hand Account of the Navy 
Seal Mission that Killed Osama bin Laden (p. 220). 
Penguin Books Ltd. Kindle Edition. 


The SEALs didn’t have live helmet-cams or the 
like. The video feed being watched was from the 
drone circling overhead. According to Mark 
Bowden in The Finish: The Killing of Osama bin 
Laden it was the helicopter crash visible via the 
drone which was responsible for Clinton's 
expression. 


If as Boris says Bin Laden was posing a threat 
then this isn’t an ‘execution’ but a military strike 
on a military target and under the principle of self- 
defence. They can simply kill him. 


That’s the general threat. There is also the idea 
of immediate threat which is relevant if this was 
not a to be considered a military action. The U.S. 
discussed what a reasonable course of action a 
suicide-bombing advocate who loves death would 
have to take to not be considered an immediate 
threat. It sounded fair to me and Bin Laden didn’t 
take that course of action. Therefore, the 
‘pussyfooting around’ is no such thing. 


Either way, Johnson did not say what Corbyn said. 
As confused as his second piece is he never chose 
to describe the killing of Bin Laden, or even his 
missing out on his day in court, as a tragedy 
comparable with the attacks of September 11th 
2001. This forms the basis for a sensible guess 
as to why, other than hypocrisy, they were treated 
differently. 


The Body 


Yasmin Alibhai-Brown's protestations were so 
pathetic that | was tempted to leave them where 
they lay. However, | think her effort serves to 
highlighta trait that runs through many discussions 
of this type. One which | describe as 
‘sophistication-via-masochism’. The making a 


‘sophistication-via-masochism’. The making a 
fetish, which by definition is illogical and 
unreasonable, of blaming the West. 


Her discussion on Question Time went thus: 
Yasmin Alibhai-Brown: 


The rules of war say, and Paddy [Lord Ashdown], 
| don’t know, can confirm or deny this, when people 
are killed in battle their bodies are given to families 
to bury, properly. This did not happen. He’s no 
friend of mine but they should have done that. 


. lf we say we are more civilized then we have to 
act. And it’s difficult. What do you think is going to 
happen now? People ‘A’ won't believe he's dead, 

‘B’and the lady’s completely right this wasn’t done 
according to proper rites. It will just set off another 
generation. 


Douglas Murray: 


.... What Yasmin is doing... is holding America and 
our allies to such a uniquely high standard that no 
society could ever live up to it. That even the worst 
enemy of a society has to be buried according to 
the customs that they would want. | can't raise it 
in me, Yasmin to think that whether or not the 
customs around his burial were perfect in your 
eyes is the most important thing in the Bin Laden 
story 


Yasmin Alibhai-Brown: 


Then you are as barbaric as them... you’re no 
better. 


For Alibhai-Brown it will be the outrage arising 
from outrageous outrages, such as giving Osama 
Bin Laden an Islamic burial at sea, which will ‘set 
off another generation’. Those potential jihadists 
who were previously on the fence about a life of 
terrorism will apparently be motivated to kill 
random civilians due to events such as this. And 
presumably, once again, this would all be our fault. 
It’s incredible the number of things we need to do 
to ensure we dont make these perfectly 
reasonable people angry. 


Her attempt to criticise U.S. actions as part of a 
‘cycle of violence’ argument echos Corbyn’s 
comments. | shall discuss this later. 


From Mark Bowden: 


After much discussion and advice, it had been 
decided that the best option would be burial at 
sea. That way there would be no shrine for the 
martyr’s misguided followers. So the body was 
washed, photographed from every conceivable 
angle, and then flown on a V-22 Osprey to the 
aircraft carrier USS Carl Vinson cruising in the 
North Arabian Sea. 


As a formality, the State Department contacted 
Saudi Arabia’s government and offered to deliver 
the body to his home country, but bin Laden was 
as unwanted there in death as he had been in life. 
Told that the alternative was burial at sea, the 
Saudi official said, “We like your plan.” 


Procedures for a simple Muslim burial were 
performed on the carrier. The body was wrapped 
in a white shroud with weights to sink it. 


The last sequence of color photos in the death 
album were not grotesque. They were strangely 
moving. A navy photographer recorded the burial 
in full sunlight Monday morning, May 2. One frame 
shows the body wrapped in the weighted white 
shroud. The next shows it diagonal on a flat board, 
feet overboard. In the next frame the body is hitting 
the water with a small splash. In the next it is visible 
just below the surface, a ghostly torpedo 
descending. In the next shot there are only circular 
ripples on the blue surface. In the final frame the 
waters are calm. The mortal remains of Osama 
bin Laden were gone for good. 


Bowden, Mark (2012-10-16). The Finish: The 
Killing of Osama bin Laden (p. 264). Atlantic Books 
Ltd. Kindle Edition. 


You will recall that Alibhai-Brown, to her shame, 
said “Then you are as barbaric as them... you're 
no better.” | ask you to consider the events and 
decisions described above and then choose 
whether these are the reasonable actions of a 
serious and civilised nation or more in keeping 
with the barbarism of Jihadist murderers? 


Let us grant Alibhai-Brown the presumption that 
she knew nothing of the U.S. contact with the 
government of Bin Laden’s origin, the home to 
most of his remaining family, and that the U.S. 
had already correctly speculated what that 
government would say. 


Let us also assume she was smart enough to have 
realised that the U.S. had, after considered 
thought, decided this was the most beneficial 
course of action. This wasn't Something they would 
have forgotten so simply bunged his body off the 
side ofa ship. Itshould be obvious that they thought 
it safer not to create a shrine and a cause for future 
problems. Serious people concluded that this was 
the preferred option. | suspect it was more than 
Bin Laden would have hoped for. 


The U.S. government have a duty to the safety 
and security of their own citizens. Alibhai-Brown 
tells us that ignoring that duty in favour of her 
sanctified process of dealing with the mass 
murderer's corpse is not only right and moral but 
to do otherwise makes you barbaric. And more, 
as barbaric as the mass-murderer himself. 


Does it not seem like this was a final, desperate, 
complaint she clawed from the bottom of the 
barrel? The remaining chunk of mud to fling at 
what she described on the program as the 'ugly 
American’? And does this not speak to a deeper 
problem? 


What she said is daft. More than daft, itis perverse. 
When no logical explanation can be provided for 
somebody's argumentthen one is forced to search 
for the ad hominem. in this case, afetishis alll have. 


Only somebody utterly compelled by their fetish 
would appear on television to discuss matters of 
great import yet choose to shower us with the 
effluent of their proclivity. 


This is your brain on sophistication-via- 
masochism. We should perhaps be grateful to 
Alibhai-Brown for providing us with such clear 
example. 


If the masochism she publicly indulges wasn't so 
widespread she would have been mocked and 
jeered by the television audience. Instead, alas, 
there were plenty there who heartily applauded. 


Abandoning The Rule of Law 


They didn't and Part 1 explains why, so I'll breeze 
pastthis. | will simply note that anybody suggesting 
that the United States government did abandon 
the rule of law, and who wishes to be taken 
seriously, needs to at least explain which law was 
abandoned and in what way. 


law was abandoned and in what way. 


If the law is so important to you and you think the 
raid broke it when it killed Bin Laden, why would 
you support his kidnapping for trial from a foreign 
country? What is it that makes the latter legal but 
the former an abandonment of the rule of law? Is 
the rule of law something that gets broken in 
degrees? 


Word Games 


Hitchens called the killing of Bin Laden a summary 
execution’. Johnson called it an ‘assassination’. 
Part 1 of this explains why they are both wrong. 


Both of them also described it as an ‘extrajudicial 
killing’, as have countless others. 


The former government lawyer, Carl Gardner, 
wrote an excellent piece on the trouble with this 
term. Inithe uses Orwell's Politics and the English 
Language to demonstrate why the wordisso shifty. 
As the title of his piece demands, ‘if you think it 
murder, say so’. He wrote: 


The phrase extrajudicial killing is indeed spreading 
and corrupting thought. Judicial killing not being 
fine, “extrajudicial” adds nothing and means 
nothing. All that these critics are actually saying 
is that killing’s to be feared, or always wrong: 
something that’s either banal or plain inaccurate, 
since killing can be justified in self-defence or war, 
or even out of compassion. But what are they 
trying to say? 


The convenience of extrajudicial killing is that it 
implies wickedness vaguely connected with the 
law, without accusing anyone of breaking it; and 
its repetition suggests to the mind unspecified 
wrong by sending thought to sleep. 


If this is an ‘extrajudicial killing’, and we can 
probably assume from his use of it itis a bad thing, 
then what sort of killing isn’t? 


Entering the Bataclan theatre and killing the 
terrorists inside? 


Shooting a Nazi machine gunner at Normandy? 


The killing of Yamamoto? 


What does Hitchens think he means? Is it different 
if under the rules of war? Is this an attempt to say 
‘targeted killing’ that went awry? Is any killing bar 
judicial-execution, which Hitchens advocates, 
unacceptable? 


Once again, this was a military strike against a 
military target. Either Bin Laden was murdered or 
he was legally killed. If Hitchens wants to call it 
murder he really should. If he doesn’t he should 
not be hinting at wrongdoing without owning the 
accusation. Does he not know what he’s talking 
about or does he not care? 


Justice 


Perhaps much of the trouble people have had with 
the raid stems from the sense of it being an act of 
reciprocity or revenge. Bin Laden carried out acts 
and this act was done in return. 


The killing was announced to the world with the 
language of ‘justice being done’. It was billed as 
being a relief to the families killed in 9-11. 


The question then is can a military assault under 
self-defence also be considered an act of justice? 
Idon'tsee why these are to be considered mutually 
exclusive. In Part 1, | used the killing of Heydrich 
as an analogy. Am | unable to deem his death both 
a military act in an ongoing war and a righteous 
act of justice? | say | am able. Either way, this 
doesn't render the killing of Bin Laden illegal, 
barbaric, or anything negative. 


Just because in our society, and to our citizens, 
justice involves courts and juries | do not see why 
taking military action against an active enemy, 
outside of our jurisdiction and control, cannot be 
described in the same way. Both take the most 
civilised form which it is practicable to undertake 
in the circumstances we find. 


Context 


Any quote or excerptis, by definition, outof context. 
The moral component comes with the question as 
to whether the exclusion of context deliberately 
changes the meaning. But if the context is 
important let's have the full context. 


Jeremy Corbyn was appearing on Press TV, an 
Iranian government channel of low repute and one 
on for whom he has been a presenter. The editorial 


line of that channel, which they stick to, seems to 
go against all the principles Corbyn professes 
belief in. But they are deeply anti-West. 


They also pay. Corbyn’s parliamentary register 
shows the contractual (not to say lucrative) nature 
of the relationship, with four payments totaling up 
to £20,000 between 2009 and 2012. 


The particular program in which he was appearing 
when he made his comments was titled: Why is 
Obama Reluctant to Show the Final Moments of 
Osama bin Laden’s Life? 


The title hints at the conspiratorial ramblings so 
popular on Press TV. The entire text of all Corbyn's 
contributions of that episode are to be found here 
after being lovingly transcribed by myself. Here is 
another transcript provided by the Daily Mirror. In 
them is plenty of context. For example: 


...the president has to explain why he’s not 
confirming evidence of the death, why the burial 
at sea, if there was indeed a burial at sea and if it 
was Bin Laden. Because Bin Laden may well have 
been dead a year or two for all we know. 


| couldn’t help but chuckle at the “if there was 
indeed a burial at sea and if it was Bin Laden”. It 
reminds me of South Park’s Johnnie Cochran and 
“ladies and gentleman of this supposed jury”. 


There is more context: 


Well, | can’t answer the question of why, we can 
only guess there is something fishy here. 


And yet more: 


Right and the next stage will be an attempted 
assassination on Gaddafi... 


This is the context of Corbyn’s ‘perfectly 
reasonable and civilised objections to the 
extrajudicial killing of Osama bin Laden’. He was 
on the propaganda network of the Iranian regime 
spouting conspiratorial bollocks. For money. 
Though, before it seems like I’m suggesting he 
said it JUST for money, let me be clear: It’s worse. 
He believes it. 


The context of his ‘tragedy’ remark does not help 
him. If he has been taken out of context he should 
be thankful for it. 


He Said It 
I’ve heard this a lot: 


Corbyn didn't say killing OBL was a tragedy, he 
said not putting him on trial was. 


Sure, but it's the same thing. If not achieving 
Outcome A (a trial) = Tragedy then Outcome B-Z 
(not a trial) = Tragedy. There’s not a lot you can 
do against that. If Jeremy Corbyn said that not 
putting Bin Laden on trial is a tragedy then all other 
outcomes are, to him, a ‘tragedy’. This saves 
somebody like Cameron from the accusation of a 
‘lie’. 


Is that too lawyerly? Too sneaky? Perhaps you 
think in accusing him of calling the killing a 
‘tragedy’people are allowing the uninformed 
audience to assume that Corbyn was lamenting 
the death of a close chumor something. This would 
mean we were being asked to think Corbyn felt 
the absence of a living Bin Laden was the tragedy 
rather than Western civilisations missed 
opportunity in putting the man on trial. In this regard 
| wonder if Cameron have been less criticised if 
he had said ‘the killing’ of Bin Laden rather than 
‘the death’? 


Regardless, if this is the case it is, at worst, a bit 
of sharp practice. Though | for one never thought 
that this is what was meant or insinuated and nor 
was it why Corbyn’s comments angered me. | 
need no strawmanning. What Corbyn said is 
worthy of condemnation when steelmanned. It 
sounded bad when Cameron and so many others 
said it because it is bad. 


If you do object to an apparently misplaced 
implication in the criticism of Corbyn, if that is the 
basis of your defence of him, then it demands us 
to ask ourselves what he did in fact mean. 


Tragedy Upon Tragedy Upon a Tragedy 

Here's the rub, Corbyn didn't just call the absence 
of an 'attempt to arrest him' a tragedy. He called 
it a tragedy like 9-11 was. Therein is where all 
known defences of Corbyn fall to shit. 


He said: 


This was an assassination attempt and is yet 
another tragedy upon a tragedy upon a tragedy. 
The World Trade Center was a tragedy, the attack 
in Afghanistan was a tragedy, the war in Iraq was 
a tragedy. 


How exactly is the result of the raid on Bin Laden 
a tragedy like 9-11? If they are all tragedies then 
what is the tragic strand that unites them? What 
is the underlying and consistent theme of tragedy? 


This needs to be answered by anybody stating he 
was taken out of context. Ifyou have no reasonable 
explanation for this you are best to keep quiet 
when tempted to say you understand what Corbyn 
meantand thatthe rest of us are being unfair to him. 


Hitchens ill-considered stab at Cameron provides 
us with a nice point to work around. And, for what 
it's worth, | think Cameron was being clever. 


Hitchens said: 


The false and cheap suggestion that Mr Corbyn 
does not regard the events of September 11, 2001 
as a tragedy — when he specifically said that he 
did — was a disgrace for which Mr Cameron should 
quickly make amends. 


Ok. But Corbyn called them both tragedies. 
Cameron suggested 9-11 was a tragedy because 
of human reasons such as: 


A tragedy is nearly 3,000 people murdered one 
morning in New York. 


A tragedy is the mums and dads who never came 
home from work that day. 


A tragedy is people jumping from the towers after 
the planes hit. 


There is a choice. Did Corbyn call Bin Laden’s 
death a tragedy due to the sadness and horror of 
the act or did he call a 9-11 a tragedy due to the 
‘perfectly reasonable and civilised objection’ to its 
lawlessness? You can have one or the other. And 
| suggest you want neither. 


Cameron knew what he was doing. The 9-11 
reference wasn't ‘false and cheap’, it was a move 
of wit and sophistication from a politician making 
a political speech. It spoke a truth about Corbyn 
and it left open the chance for people, who were 


and it left open the chance for people, who were 
so keen to have a crack at Cameron they couldn't 
be bothered to consider what Corbyn actually said 
before they leapt to his defense, to be reduced to 
spouting nonsense. Further analysis ends up 
making him look worse and his defenders silly 
while all the while keeping the conversation on 
Corbyn and security. 


You may have preferred if Cameron had taken the 
time to lay all this out at length and in depth. But 
he was making a podium speech to his troops 
which excuses brevity and some level of simplicity. 
Does it excuse lying and falsehoods? No. But | 
think | have demonstrated that that simply didn’t 
occur. 


In short — Corbyn said Bin Laden’s death was a 
tragedy like 9-11. If he thinks it was a tragedy in 
the way Cameron describes 9-11 then he wasn't 
being misrepresented or taken out of context, 
smeared, or slandered. He is guilty as hell and all 
the shit slung his way was well deserved. 


Cycles of Violence 


There is but one way in which Corbyn’s comments 
have a semblance of coherence. Though it isn't 
one his defenders seem to acknowledge as his 
actual intention. | don’t blame them. 


Corbyn often speaks in terms of cycles of violence. 
It’s the most sophisticated thought he has and he 
applies variations of the logic wherever he can. 
You know the drill, if we don’t want nuclear war 
the West must give up their missiles because our 
enemies only want theirs because of us. Peace 
by bending over. Our inaction will invite their 
inaction. If we prefer fascists to stop murdering 
their way through the Middle-East we must resist 
shooting at them so they will embrace folk guitar- 
music. Or something. 


The U.S. attacked Bin Laden and killed him. This 
is an outrage which will feed the cycle, as were 
the attacks on September 11, 2001, the war in Iraq 
and the invasion of Afghanistan. He lumps them 
together because each to him is a missed 
opportunity to be unilaterally peaceful and thus 
spontaneously usher in multilateral peace. 


Can't we learn some lessons from this, that we're 
just going to descend deeper and deeper... 


...and so it will go on and this will just make the 
world more dangerous and worse and worse and 
Worse... 


This is Corbyn’s foreign policy mantra. The reason 
jihadists are a bit coarse and boorish is because 
of us. It’s all reaction. If we were only willing to 
talk, to show that we care, the death cult would 
start talking and we move onwards and upwards 
in cycles of peace. It is a coherent idea. The only 
problem with it is that it’s bollocks. 


Jaw jaw might well be better than war war and one 
outrage might well begat another. But it doesn’t 
mean one side’s perpetual unwillingness to take 
military action will bring peace. l’Il spare you the 
full explanation of this because you knowitalready, 
it's a triumph of slogans over experience and who 
buta few fringe-hippies still believe this nonsense? 


It's bollocks in general terms and as a prescription 
but it gets worse when you consider it in this 
particular context. Here it is another example of 
what Yasmin Alibhai-Brown ejaculated into 
debate. 


It’s been 5 years since Bin Laden’s camouflage 
alarm call and how many jihadists have listed “the 
Sheik didn’t get his day in court” on their grievance 
list? Would this have made the murderously angry 
any the less murderous than keeping him in a U. 
S. prison? 


I doubt even Bin Laden was offended by the 
manner of his death but Corbyn is on his behalf. 
He insists that shooting a man famous for ordering 
civilians killed withouttrial willleadto more violence 
and that it is part of a descent into barbarism like 
9-11 was. | struggle to believe that people sawing 
heads off on HD video, which they publish as an 
advertisement for their way of life, are truly to be 
riled in this way. 


This is such an unreasonable proposition that mere 
stupidity isn’t a good enough explanation. It is that 
squalid fetish once again. To follow it is to 
essentially render us powerless to take any action 
in our own defence which has its own immorality 
and, perhaps worst of all, it sets up a ready-made 
exculpatory analysis for future terror. If anything 
were to follow it the event would be our fault again 
and not that of the fascist thugs. This is your brain 
on sophistication-via masochism. 


Conclusion 


The negative reactions to the ‘tragedy’ comment 
were quickly written off by Corbyn admirers as 
almost any criticism of him is. But | also found lots 
of fairly impartial people did the same. Even before 
Cameron mentioned it. People were instantly 
convinced he had been smeared and that closer 
examination would reveal nuance that exculpates 
him. | looked at the nuance and it doesn't. 


The comedic ramblings of the 62 year-old 
adolescent should have remained ignored in the 
depths of YouTube, but somehow 250,000+ 
people, apparently intent on us virtue signalling 
our way to impotence and defeat, elected him 
leader of a great political party. It become worthy 
of attention. 


Corbyn has some detailed explaining to do. His 
appearance on such a show and on such a channel 
is a problem anyway but his specific comments 
were shameful. The childish moral wailing, or as 
Peter Htichens describes it, the "perfectly 
reasonable and civilised objections to the 
extrajudicial killing of Osama Bin Laden", were 
sandwiched between low conspiracism and 
worthless conjecture. 


To have a public attack of the vapours when a 
man who declares war on the United States, who 
murdered thousands of her citizens, who was 
responsible for the deaths of thousands of others 
around the world, who still planned attacks, who 
claimed to love death, who begged to fight, lived 
to fight, and then eventually got a fight and lost... 
is perverse. It is pure masochism. 


Shooting Bin Laden may not have been your | 


perfect outcome and | won't begrudge anybody 
forwishing he currently sat stateside in a supermax 
prison. But his killing wasn't a descent into 
lawlessness or barbarism or anything close. The 
children in the compound lived and the minimum 
damage was done to complete the task. In hunting 
down and killing Osama bin Laden the United 
States demonstrated something laudable. 


They showed that justice will catch up with you in 
one form or another. They showed that dilgent, 
thorough, hard working people were willing to 
dedicate a good portion of their careers, on civil 
service wages, to tracking down the culprit and 
the threat. Then they showed they were willing to 


take physical and political risks to move the task 
to completion. 


Perhaps atrial would have shown something better 
on top, perhaps a different conclusion might have 
been preferable. But wildly so? At what risk is this 
advantage to be acheived. Should they retrain 
troops to the point that their lives are worth less 
than the public relations potential of putting a man, 
who didn’t want to come quietly, on trial? How 
many trained and willing soldiers should be risked? 
What punishment would we suggest after the first 
one or two are shot the third kills the target? 


Aman who worshiped death, killed countless and 
swore he would never surrender was dispatched. 
And if you think | am getting to close to sanitised 
euphemisms, he was dispatched by a bullet 
cracking open his skull and emptying the contents 
onto his bedroom floor. Force is ugly. But this was 
no tragedy and nor was it a further descent in 
cycles of violence. It was a disciplined, 
professional, controlled and considered act that 
was sensible, proportionate, necessary and had 
no credible alternatives to it suggested. It's difficult 
to escape the conclusion that those stating 
otherwise are one of the following: anti-American, 
masochistic, foolish, naive, working to an agenda, 
sympathetic to terrorists, or in the tragic case of 
Jeremy Corbyn, most of the above. 


Brother Abu's given 
up his bouncy castle 
business. He's working on 
the door of a mosque in Syria 
now. He said it's right up his 
street — “Shoes off or you. re 


not coming in“ 


SPEECH WARS 


Episode 20. An invasion of enemy territory is well underway by Moe the 
Merciless and his even darker side of the force. The Secular Alliance, despite 
all their warnings, are still being shouted down as intolerant racists by Moe's 
ever reliable band of Useful Idiots, so blinded by their need to virtue signal, 
they have lost sight of the evil that is now on everyone’s doorstep... 


2 ddp 
rca ͤ 11 


We are still sending thousands 
l of trained combatants into Europe, taking 
/ advantage of Merkel’s open invitation and open \ 
borders. Once we have sufficient numbers we 
can start phase two, which will be to 
acclimatise the locals to a few of our 
culture enriching traditions 


Preparations are almost 
complete brothers, it’s time to 
send our top secret instructions of NJ 
our coordinated attack across Europe to 
all the battle group leaders in major cities Y 
behind enemy lines. If everything goes to | 
plan, the enemy will forcibly change the 
habits and behaviour of their citizens to 
accommodate us, as their leaders and 
media are terrified of being labelled 
islamophobic following our very 
effective islamophobia 
campaign 


Ball oll € 


Of course we will need 
to rely heavily on the unwaivering Ball Mee 
support of Emperor Murdoch and his E 
evil media empire to cover up our 
activities. | will get some of our oil 
barons to give him billions of petro 
dollars in advertising to 
keep him sweet 


So it's agreed then, we are : 
going to go on a massive EU wide rape-fest to 
establish de facto sharia law where women 
cannot go out alone in public and must wear 
a body bag unless they want to get raped; 

and you’re not going to report it 


The billions of petrodollars S 
^ advertising cash from your brothers gives 
you my support, but you can bet you 
favourite sex slave that that bloody Vive 
Charlie TV will find out about it and leak 
the story to the Secular Alliance 


ln 
i 
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e It’s OK, once they leak the N i 
stories we can rely on my band of Useful Idiots N How the fuck did 
to scream racist and islamophobe at anyone giving W Your movement, which is 
them oxygen. I’ve also got a number of very progressive | the pinnacle of misogyny, 
feminazis and politicians who will point out that all the get the support /, 
rapists are men, and it’s islamophobic to of feminazis? 
identify the real culprits 


LOL, no idea, but 
it seems their need to condemn 
members of the Secular Alliance is 
more important than loads of infidel 
women being sexually abused and 
raped because they don’t 


conform to sharia law It seems Allan 


is truly Ackbar 
after all 


Well it seems some of the newest 
meme of our civilised society had a very festive period, 
as we are receiving confirmed reports from all over Europe that 
thousands of women have been sexually assaulted and raped 
in public, by the followers of Moe the Merciless. We pass 
over now to our reporter in the street, 
Katie Hopkins for the latest 


Dave, what can you i All I know is that E 
tell us about the deluge of W is has got nothing to do with Islam Vv. 
reports confirming followers of because Islam is a Religion of Peace 
Moe the Merciless have carried out a and it's very unprofessional of you 
\ carefully planned and coordinated to suggest otherwise. In fact it’s 
rape fest throughout Europe? blatantly Islamophobic and 
racist of you Katie 


It's racist when 
i : the facts criticise anything to 
When did reporting do with Islam. It is now standard 
the facts become | practice to label people like you 
racist Dave? i | racist in the hope your opinion 
doesn't gain popular Suppen 
or credibility 


Laurie, as a ; 
prominent feminazi : I'm so bored of 
surely you're not y racists who only pretend to care 
going to stand i about women's rights when they see 
for this? an opportunity to bash Muslims 


| can only reiterate 
what the Mayor of Cologne said W 
So you’re more which is, you can’t blame the rapists, Y 
concerned with | this is normal in their culture. We, as 
condemning critics of a ù welcoming hosts, must change our 
massive rape-fest than the ÆN ways so we don't provoke their 
rapists themselves? m uncontrollable lust 


s Ackbar 


£ 


7 Well lads, | must say, that AT 
went better than we could have possibly Vise 
hoped. Not only has our organisation got Y 
away with it, with our reputation intact, 
the dumb ass infidels are now telling 
their women to change their ways 
to avoid getting raped 


: Set lg! J € 
| am running a sweepstake je ue 


for anyone that's interested, on how ¥ 
long it will be before we can start 
stoning rape victims to 
death in Europe 


les, o eu D “st 
Oy att ae Pp 1 ^ 
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eheading infidels? Not 
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sure if video games are haram? 


Had a hard day 


vn 
DA 
A 


Relax with a Quran approved game straight from Mecca - "Rock the Hussy". 


Play as a holy man and carry out the holy mission: Stone the immodest girls 
whilst avoiding harming the good subjugated Muslim women in burkas. 
What could be more holy? May your violent God go with you. 


Other than 
the obvious 

i difference of 
one being a 
cartoon and 
one being a 

photo, can 
you spot 5 
differences? 


Winner wins 
the internet... 


EZ @DailySquat 


Q DailySquat.com 


Kanye West Diagnosed With 
Chronic Twatism & Attention 
Seeking Syndrom 


Kanye West, the self-professed greatest 
living rock ‘n’ roll star, has revealed that he 
has been diagnosed with both chronic 
twatism and attention seeking syndrome. 
He did so on stage whilst being 
accompanied by fireworks and backing 
dancers to make the announcement seem 
more special. 


The news came as a total shock to Kanye 
who has cancelled all future tour dates and 
shelved his recording schedule. Kanye said 
that he plans to stay positive and overcome 
any health difficulties thrown his way: ‘I’m 
gonna beat this though. Ain't nothing 
stronger than Kanye West.’ 


However those close to Kanye have said 
that they suspected that something was 
wrong with Kanye for a long time. Even his 
mother Rose has said: ‘My little Kanye has 
always been different. He’s always rubbed 
people the wrong way and I’ve known that 
there was something wrong with him for a 
long time. I'm just glad we finally have a 
label on his problem and that he can now 
begin treatment.’ 


The diagnosis of chronic twatism and 
attention seeking syndrome (aka ASS) 


— 


came from a routine check-up shortly after 
Kanye had revealed his plans to release an 
album full of David Bowie covers. 


Our medical expert Dr. Jacoby said that 
Kanye has a long road to recovery: ‘Even 
with all time and money he has on his hands, 
beating chronic twatism is difficult because 
its one of those mental illnesses that only 
seems to get worse the richer and more 
successful you get. He needs to take 
himself out of the limelight for awhile but 
that will be tough as he also has ASS. He’s 
really in a catch-22 type situation.’ 


Fans of Kanye have rallied around the ailing 
star by getting #SeekingKanye trending on 
Twitter. 


NEWS & INFO 


A Statement Concerning Richard Dawkins 


The Northeast Conference on Science & Skepticism has withdrawn its invitation 
to Richard Dawkins to participate at NECSS 2016. We have taken this action in 
response to Dr. Dawkins’ approving re-tweet of a highly offensive video 


We believe strongly in freedom of speech and freedom to express unpopular, 
and even offensive, views. However, unnecessarily divisive, counterproductive, 
and even hateful speech runs contrary to our mission and the environment we 
wish to foster at NECSS. The sentiments expressed in the video do not 
represent the values of NECSS or its sponsoring organizations 


We will issue a full refund to any NECSS attendee who wishes to cancel their 
registration due to this announcement 


. I say “Whore, where is your hijab?” 


CATCHPHRASE 
FOR USEFUL IDIOTS 


This has nothing 
to do with Islam 
because Islam is a 
religion of peace 


KUNA 
WILL PAY, T 


7 Dave you buzzed first, 
because Feminazis alvays Y 


give this subject matter a 
free pass. Say vhat see, 
say vhat see 


of almost daily atrocities by Quran fuelled mental 

| cases shouting "Allan Ackbar" is "This has nothing to 

| do with Islam because Islam is a religion of peace". 
Can you imagine the carnage if Islam was a genocidal 
death cult hell bent on world domination? 


SVU 


Here at Vive Charlie we wholeheartedly support Skip Licker in his petition WE game 
to make the Moon a safe space. Please sign this very important petition. EB 


' MOON 


EEG EPA @E 


Prime Minister of the United Kingdom and Leader 
of the Conservative Party David Cameron MP. 


change.org/skiplicker/petition 


change.org OSTA 


È 
* 


f you take away my 
platform to get things 
banned, my life would 

be empty & meaningless 


Ban people from setting up petitions on 
Change.org to ban things they disagree with 


Social Justice Warriors just love setting up and 
participating in online petitions to get things banned, get 
people sacked or generally get their own way, because 
they are intolerant insufferable assholes who mistake 
their fascist leanings as moral superiority and virtue. 


So just to piss them off lets try and get this petition going 
viral. The very of existence of such a petition will have 
them frothing like demented animals. 


"p €" change.org/petions/banSJWs 


Asst ote of ihe Vice 


In issue 23 of Vive Charlie we Sede our RA to vote 
for Asshole of the Year 2015. The clear winner with 6,182 


ANGELA 


MERKEL 


n BARRACK e. JEREMY 
| OBAMA [V $$" CORBIN 
| 


Vive Charlie! 


Asshoée of (he Year 


Get you very own Asshole of the Year 
2015 winners t-shirt from the Vive Charlie 
online store. Every item purchased via 
our online store contributes £1.50 to 
the running costs of Vive Charlie. 


It’s become clear 
to me, through a transparent 

and laughable application of false 
equivalency, that New Atheists are a 
dangerous cult on a par with ISIS. I’ve 
even written a book about it, which 
received excellent reviews and sold 

over 10 billion copies 


This is Dave, a famous 
Muslim artist, well Dave isn’t 
his real name, but to protect him 
from the expected backlash I’ve 
changed his name. He is going to 
help me prove the threat from New 
Atheists is a real danger to modern 
society and should be treated in the 
same manner as other dangerous 
cults like ISIS 


Dave has very 
courageously drawn a picture 
of the New Atheist prophet and 
world renowned Islamophobe, 
Professor Richard Dawkins. He has 
placed his life in grave danger in 
depicting Dawkins, because his cult 
followers are a bunch of dangerous, 
rabid fundamentalists that will stop 
at nothing to protect the reputation 
of their prophet. The reaction of 
New Atheists will conclusively 
prove that New Atheism is a 
dangerous cult on a 
par with ISIS 


| can confirm - no 
fatwas have been issued, 
nobody has been beheaded, there’s 
been no suicide bombings, no 
massacres in the name of New Atheism, 
as | no angry mobs on the streets shouting 
MAT] “Dawkins Ackbar, death to the believers” 


\ 
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IA and nobody has labelled Dave as a racist. 
However, there's been a number of mean 
tweets, a blog ridiculing me and Dave 
Dhimmi 


received an offer for £50,000 for his 
4 artwork. With a heavy dose of false 
Life equivalency it's clear to see 
that the New Atheist cult 
is as dangerous as ISIS... 


Vive Charlie! 


Vive Charlie! 


LEST WE FORGET] 
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